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1 1 oY viii, 5. To us rherk is bat One God, and bel is the Father, | 


| Nec ego Nicænam . tibi, nec tu Ariminenſem an, debes ob- 
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A Short 


neddrdr 


Concerning the 


EI T I of o 


LORD JESUS CHRIST. 


number, one Perſon is ſtiled God, as Moſes 
is twice ſo called, a God to Aaron, Ex. 4. 


to him in the H. Scriptures, is 
not denied by Arians, or Soci- 
nians; but it remains to be Examined in 
what Senſe that Character, as given to him, 
is intended. Nor is this an unreaſonable 
or needleſs enquiry, ſince it is beyond all 
reaſonable denial, that the Title of God is 
given in very different Senſes in the Scrip- 
lufee. | 1 5 
1. Sometimes it ſignifies the moſt High, 
perfect and Infinite Being, who is of himſelf 
alone, and owes neither his Being nor Au- 
thority, nor any thing to another: and this 
lis what is moſt commonly intended, when 
Ive ſpeak of God in ordinary diſcourſe, and 
in Prayer and Praiſe; we mean it of God 
in the moſt eminent Senſe, _ ? 
2. At other times it has a lower Senſe, 


| 4 HAT the Bleſſed Jeſus has the 
1 f Title of God aſcribed ſometimes 


| Jand is made the Character of Perſons who 


are inveſted with Subordinate Authority 
land Power, from that Supream Being. 
Ik hus Angels are ſtiled Gods. P/. 97.7. Pſ. S. 5. 

Thon haſt made him a little lower than the 


Gods; as tis in the Margine: So ou 


trates are Gods, Ex. 22. 28, Pſ. 82. 1. Jo 
10. 34, 35. And ſometimes in the ſingular 


} 


16. and afterwards a God to Pharaoh, Ch.7.1. 
and thus the Devil is called the God of this 


World, i. e. the Prince and mighty Ruler 
of it; tho by unjuſt Uſarpation, and God's 


Permiſſion. Now as he who alone is God, 
in the former Senſe, is infinitely above all 
theſe; ſo we find him difſtinguiſh'd from all 
others who are called God, by this Charac- 
Fo Viz, a God of Gods, Deut. 10. 17. fo 


Joſ. 22. 22. or the Chief of all Gods, with 


whom none of thoſe Gods may be compa- 
red. Pſ.86. 8. Pſ. 135. 5. So Philodeſcribes 
him, to be not only the God of Men, but 


the God of Gods alſo. This is the high. 


eſt and moſt glorious Epithete given him 
in the O. T. when it is deſigned to make a 
moſt magnificent mention of his Peerleſs 


Greatneſs and Glory. Equivalent to this 


T take that Title to be, which is ſo much 
uſed in the N. T. viz. the God and Father 


of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Eph. 1. 3, 17. 
the God of our Lord Jeſus, the Father of 
briſt is the Chief 
of all Subordinate Powers, Rev. 1. 5. the 
Prince of the Kings of the Earth, and far 
above the greateſt 3 Eph. 1.21. the 


Glory. For fince Jeſus 


Tord 


' - Sho. 


* 
- 
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Lord of Lords, and King of Kings, he who 
is ſtiled the God of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
is therein, in Eſſect, ſtiled the God of 
Gods, or above all Gods. 


Now the Queltion to be reſolved is, in 


which of theſe two Senſes Chriſt is ſaid to 
be "God in the Holy Scriptures; the bare 
Character of God determines nothing in 


this caſe, becauſe it belongs both to the Su- 
pream and Subordinate Beings in Power 


and Authority : But the Queſtion is, whe- 
ther Jeſus Chriſt be the God of Gods, or 


above all Gods ? 


He is indeed the Lord of Lords, but that 
notes an Inferior Character, compared 
with that of God of Gods, as appears by that, 
1 Cor. 8. 5. tho it be included in the 
Superior, ſo that he who is above all Gods, 


is alſo over all Lords, but not contrariwiſe. 
In ſport, bas Jeſus Chriſt any God over 


him, who has greater Authority, and 
greater Ability than himſelf, or not? This 
will decide the matter : for if he have a God 


above him, then is he not the Abſolutely 
Supream God, tho in Relation to Created 


Beings, he may be a God (or Ruler) over 
all. | 5 3 

Nor can we more clearly demonſtrate 
this point, than by ſnewing; F.yſt, that Jeſus 
Chriſt expreſly ſpeaks of another God than 
himſelf. Secondly, that he owns- this God 


to be above or over himſelf. Thirdly, That 


he wants thoſe Supereminent and Infinite 


Perfections, which belong only to the Lord 


God of Gods, Of theſe I ſhall treat in a 
manner ſuited to-vulgar Capacities, for I 
judge it very indecent to ſpeak or write of 


Important Articles, ( which the Common 
People muſt believe, and muſt ſo far undex- 


Hang) in ſuch a manner as leaves them 
wholly unintelligibe. 
Firft, Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt exprefly 


ſpeaks of another God diſtinct from bim- 


ſell: Several times, we find him ſaying, 
AZy God of another, Mat. 27. 46. My God, 
1 God, why h ſt tix forſaken me So Fohn 
20. 17. {ure he intended not to fay, my 


he fhall know my Doctrine, whether it be 0 


attends to the Scripture-Hiſtory, can doub 
Whether God, and his Chriſt, are not two 


he declares his Father to be greater than he, 


ſhould ſeem, that Nature which did pre 


Self, my Self, why haſt thou forſaken me! 
This God then was diſtin from himſelf, 
as he declares in other places, John 7. 17, 


God, or whether I ſyeak of my ſelf. So John 
8. 42. where 'tis to be noted that he doe 
not diſtinguiſh himſelf from bim, as the 
Father, but as God; and therefore, in all 
juſt Conſtruction, he cannot be ſuppoſed to 
be that ſelf-ſame God, from whom he dif. 
tinguiſhes, and to whom he oppoſeth him 
ſelf. How manifeſtly are the one God 
and the one Lord diſtinguiſh'd, 1 Cor.$.6 
And that there may be no juſt pretence to 
ſay with Places, that the God and the 
Lord, or the Cauſe of which all things are, 
and the Cauſe by or through which they 
are, are but two things ſaid of the ſame one 
God; we may ſee them more clearly dif 
tinguifh'd, Eph. 4. 5,6. where by the inter 
poſing other things between the one Lord, 
and one God, viz. one Faith, one Baptiſm; 
it appears evidently that theſe were no 
intended as two Characters of the ſame 
Being, I think that none who impartially 


een, 
Secondiy, Our Lord Jeſus owns not only 
another than himſelf to be God; bat alſo 
that he is above, or over himſelf, which i 
plainly intimated alſo by his Apoſtles: 
Himſelf loudly proclaims bis Subjection to 
the Father in many Inſtances: In general, 


John 14. 28, 50. Ch. 10. 29. be ſays he 
came not in his'own, but his Father's Name 
or Authority, John 5. 43. That be foughtill ® 
not his on, but God's Glory, nor made his © 
own Will, but God's, his Rule; and in 
ſuch a Poſture of Subjection he came down 
from Heaven into this Earth: fo that it 


exiſt, did not poſſeſs the Supream Will, 
even before it was incarnate, John 6. 38. C 
Azain he owns his dependance upon his er 
God and Father, even for thoſe ac h, 
1 8 whichl 


E 


Which it is pretended belong to him as 
Jod, viz. the Power of working Miracles, 
John F. 19, 20. of railing the Dead, v. 26, 
of executing univerſal Judgment, v. 27. of 
Tall which he favs, of ny own ſelf I can do 
nothing, v. 30. In like manner his Apoſtles 
declare his dubjection to another, not only 
as his Father, but as his God, which is em- 
phatically expreſſed, in calling the moſt B. 
God, the God of our Lord Jeſus, after his 
umiliation was over, Eph. 1. 17. and the 
Head of Chriſt is God, 1 Cor. 11. They 
declare his Headſpip over the Univerſe, and 
the very Foundations of his Claim to Honour 
and Service, to be owing to the gracious 
Gift of God, Phil. 2. g. iaiox]o ave. 
and yet theſe are ſome of the higheſt Glo- 
ns dB A ICIS: 

Let me only add under this Head, that 
great Text, ſo full of irreſiſtible evidence, 
for proving an Inferiority in the Son to his 
Father, or to God, 1 Cor. 15. from the 24. v. 
to the 29. where the Apoſtle ſays ſeveral 
Things to this purpoſe. 1 


Chriffs Feet; all Enemies and Powers are 
to be ſubdued to him: Eut adds, that tis 
manifeſt, God muſt be excepted out of theſe 
Things that are under bim; and that for 
this reaſon, becauſe tis he who did put all 
under. him. And how comes. it to pals, 
that it is ſo evident a Thing, that another 
muſt be ſuppoſed to be the great Author 
of this Triumph of Chriſt? Why might 
it not. be. done by - himſelf independently 
as the Supream God, and then there need 
have been no exception, of any one Being, 
out of the all things under him? But the 
Apoſtle knew that Jeſus Chriſt maſt needs 
triumph by a Power deriv'd from God, 
to whom it was moſt eminently to be aſcri- 
bed; and then to one who had ſuch thoughts, 


cepted from the all Things under him, be- 
cauſe he muſt needs be above Chrilt who 
| enables. him to ſubdue all things, or makes 
him a God over alt. 3 
2. The Son (ball deliver his Kingdom 


7. That all things: are to be put under 


it was manifeſt that there muſt be one ex- 


think the Text plainly contradicts) yet, 


to God, that is (not to the Father; Son, and 
Holy Ghcft, as ſome pretend, but) the 


Father only; ſince it was the Father, Aat, 
28. 18. who gave him all Power in Hea- 


ven and Earth, and who made him Ki 
in Zion: Into his Hands he will make 
Swrrender of all, in Teſtimony of his havil 
done all in a Subordination to him; an 
having Acted and Ruled in dependance on 
bim, who ſhall have a Satisfactory Ac- 


count of all given to him in the end. This 


is a Glory peculiar to the Father, as Su- 
pram. 5c . 5 

3. Then the Son himſelf ſhall be Subjeft to 
him that put all things under him, i. e. to 
God his Father, that God may be all in all; 
that is, his SubjeRion ſhall- be then mani- 
feited by an open ſolemn acknowledgment 
of it, when he ſhall recognize the Supremacy 
of the Father in that publick Act of Sur- 
render: fo that, tho formerly ( in rhe pre- 
ſent State) all Judgment and Rule Was 
committed to the Son; yet then it fhall be 


_ ctherwiſe, and God will more immediately 


appear in the Government of the future 
State, which ſhall not be fo much ſhared. 

probably, between him and the Redee- 
mer, as the preſent Adminiſtration appears 
to be. This then will be the Iſſue of all 
cur Diſputes; God all in all, and the Son 
himſelf Subject under him. Can any thing 
be moreExpreſlive of an Inequality between 


God and Chriſt ? 7 


But it will be ſaid by ſome, That by the 
Son here, is meant the Son of Man, or. 
Chriſt as Man; while as God, he ſhall not 
be ſubjeRed to the Father. rs Sea 
Ref. As there. is no intimation of any 


ſuch dittinction between the pretended 


wo Natures of the Son here; fo there is 
enough in the Words, to ſhew, that they 
are ſpoken of him, under his Higheſt 
Capacity and Character; inſomuch, that 
Monſieur Claude maintains it to be tres. 
of the Son of God, as to his (ſuppoſed) 


Divine Nature. But tho there is no need 


of Suppoſing ſuch a Nature, ( which 1 


his 


„ r 


8 7 ro thin, og CEE” te 


"bis Reaſons will hold fo far, as to prove 


the Words do ſpeak of Chriſt, under the 
Higheſt Character he bears, by the Name 
of Son; for Firſt, as he ſays, tis not ſaid 
the Son of Man, but the Son abſolutely, 


s ww he thinks in the Scripture-Uſe is 
wont to mean more than the Son of Man; 


and andoubted!y it imports all that comes 
under that Title: Nay more, tis ſaid, even 
the Son himſelf with great Emphaſis, qu. d. 
as Great and Glorious as he is with all his 


Grandeur and Power, he himſelf ſhall be 


Subject. Secondly, His Subjection being 
oppoſed to his Reign, both muſt be under- 
ſtood of the ſame Subject; be ſure the 
delivering up the Kingdom can only be 
done by the ſame to Which it was com- 


mitted, and by which it was managed: 
Now. I ſhall allow, that only in his hu- 


mane Nature Chriſt cou'd give up his 
Kingdom; but then 'tis, becalife 'tisas Man 
delegated, and inhabited by God, that he 
{ways and manages this Kingdom; and if 
this be allow'd (as I think it needs muſt) 
that the Man Chriſt is ſufficient, by help 
from God, to manage his Univerlal Spiri- 


tual Kingdom, I ſee no reaſon there will 


be to oppoſe thoſe Unitarians who think 
him to be a ſufficient Saviour and Prince, 


tho he be not the only Supream God; nor 
can any with reaſon attempt to prove him 
to be ſuch, from his Works and Office as 


King of his Church, ſince tis implyed that 


as ſuch, he muſt do Homage to God the 


Father, in delivering up his Kingdom to himr, 


and this very expreſſion to God the Father, 


makes it plain,that there isno God the Son, 
in the ſame Senſe, or in the ſame Supream 
Eſſence with the Father; becauſe if there 
were, then he ovght not to be excluded 


from this Glory ot having ſuch open Ho- 


mage paid to him, which is here appro- 
rd to the Father only. And ſince the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks of the ſame God, ( whom 


4% How evidently do's he ſhew him to be made him both Lord and Chriſt, Acts 2. 36. 
far beyond all that are bt God the Fa- 


be under a Superiour God, who has ſet him o. 


it imply'd an equality with God ) John 10. 


God, tis explained in what Senſe, or of 


Royal Power and 88 (as Kings were 
y 


fore they aflign other reaſons of this Cha- 
he explains to be the Father) to the end of racter, ſo di 
this Diſcourſe, and ſays; he ſhall be all in 


L 41 


ther, whatever Character elſe they bear? x 
So then, Jeſus Chriſt in his Higheſt Capa- Achit 
city;is inferiour to the Father; how can he be | 
the ſame God, to which he is ſubject, or of | 
the fame Rank and Dignity ? i 
Ihus it appears that Chriſt is ſo God, as to 


ver all: And ſuitable to this, is that Account 
which the Scripture gives us of the Godhead 
of the B. Jeſus, viz. Becauſe he is inveſted 
with a God-like Authority and Power,from 
the Supream God his Father. Thus when 
he was accuſed by the captions Fews, for| 
aſſuming the Character of Son of God 1; 
( which they pervertly wou'd ſtretch, as tho 


35, 36. he explains in what Senſe only 
he juſtify' d it, viz. as one whom the Fa- 
ther had Sanctifyed, i. e. called to a greater 
Offce, and honoured with a Higher Com- 
miſſion than thoſe Magiſtrates, on whom 
the Scripture fo freely. beſtows the Title 
of Gods, So Heb, 1.8, g. when he is called 


what ſort of God, 'Tis to be underſtood, 
by ſaying that his God (intimating he had 
a God over him) had' anoinred him with 
O, &c. That is, had inveſted him with 


inſtalled in their Office, by anointing with 
Oy), among the Fews) which is an Ex- 
plication of his God-head or Dominion: 
And this is ſaid to be above all his Fellows, 
not ſure above the Father and Holy Spirit, 
(which only are pretended to be his Fellows, 
as God, by them who underſtand it of the 
Supream God-head) but above all other Sub- 
ordinate Beings. This is one plain Scripture- 
Account of his being called God, for theſe 
Things are ſpoken to him, and of him, un- 
der the Character of God. O God, Thy 
Throne, &c. v. 8. I think men ſhou'd be 
well aſſured on what Grounds they go, be- 


erent from the Scripture A& fi 
count: Let it ſuffice us, that God hath INI 


that he has exalted him to be a Prince and 
Saviour, Ch. 5. 31. „ _ 
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However, our Adverſaries will gain no- 
a- thing by alledging Texts to prove the Title 
Wof God to be given to Chriſt, ſince that may 
pe, and yet it will not prove him to be the 
Supream independent God, but only one 


to MWwho is inhabited of, and commiſſioned and 
o. Menabled by him who is ſo. As to that place. 
ot Philip. 2. 6. which is Corruptly rendr 
ad Wn our Tranſlation; he thought it no Robbery 
ed to be equal to God: It is confeſs d by adver: 
m Warics themſelves, that it ſhou'd be read 
en rhus, viz. that he did not aſſume, or Arro- 
for pate, or Snatch at, or Covet an equality 
od rich God; the Words are never known 
ho Wo be uſed in any other Senſe, as is ſhown 
10. Wy Doctor Tillotſon in his Diſcourſes againſt 
ly Whe Socinians; alſo by Dr. Whitby in his 
*a-WExpolition on the place, and others. So 
ter What this rather denies than aſſerts Chriſts 
m. equality to God, tho ſtill he was in the 
om orm of God, as that Notes the outward 
tle Reſemblance of him in his aghty. Power 
ed and Works, Cc. which is the conſtant 
* meaning of the word form in the New Tel- 


/ ˙ T ˙— SF 
"ad WM But becauſe ſome think ſuch Perfections 
in re in Scripture aſcribed to Chriſt, as will 
it) Wprove him to be God in the bigheſt Senſe, 


ere Wl proceed to.ſhews - { © © 
1th 'birdlyy, That our Bleſſed Lord Jeſus 
EX. NDiſclaims thoſe Infinite perfections which 


belong only to the Supream God ef Gods, 
And Ki malt certain, that if he want one, 
or any al. theſe Perfections that are Eſſential 
to the Deity; He is not God in the Chief 
denſe: And if we find him diſclainiing 
he One, he cannot challenge the Other; 


for to deny Himſelf to have all Divine 


to Ungod Him; to Number Him 


can never be the Supream Being, or God; 
Becauſe he appears to be an Inperfect, 
Defective Being, Comparatively, ſince 


he needs help, and can Receive addi- 


8 Strength from Another than Him- 
elf. 
Mom, it is moſt evident, that our Lord 
Jeſus (whatever Power he had) Confeſſes 
again and again, that he had not Infinite 
Power of Himlelf, John 5. 30. Of my [elf 
J can do nothing. He had been Speaking 
of great Miracles, viz. Railing the Dead, 
— Executing all Judgment; but all a- 
long takes Care, Men ſhou'd know that 
His Suſficieney for theſe Things was of 
God the Father. In the begmning of the 
Diſcourſe, v. 19. the Son can do nothing but 
what he ſees the Father do: So in the Mid- 
ale. v. 26, 27. the Father has given to the 
Son to have life in Himſelf; and as if he 
cou d never too much Inculcate this great 
Truth, he adds towards the Concluſion; 

J can do nothing of my ſelf &#& ihabο, or 
from nothing that is my Self do I draw 
this Power and Authority. Sure this is 
not the Voice of God, but of a Man! For 
the moſt High can Receive from none; 
he cannot be made more Mighty or Wiſe, 
&c. becauſe to Abſolute Perfection can be 
no Addition, Rom. 11. 35. And ſince 
Power in God, is an Eſſential Perfection; 
it follows, that if it be derived, Then ſo 
is the Eſſence or Being it Self, which is 
Blaſphemy againſt the Moſt High, for tis 
Poor Dependent Derivative Beings; White 
the Supream God indeed, is only he who 
is na Fu Cauſe, and Abſolute Original 


Perfections; or to deny Himſelf to be the af al 


nfiite God, is the ſame Thing: Let us 


obſerve ſome Inſtances for the Proof of this 


oint. 
. One Gre Peculiar f 
f the Deity, is Abſolute, underived Om- 


Fipotencs: He who cannot Work all 
acles, and do Phe he Liſt of. 
angel 2 Without help 


from Another, 


3 nt CFE 05 \ 134-432 5 | 4 — 
Great and Peculiar Perfection 


- Nay. further, Our Lord conſiders Him- 
ſelf here, in Oppaſition to his Fat hor; who 
he troy ek an all Power: Now if he 
had ſuch an Eternal Divine Mord, United 
more nearly to Him than the Father; Surely 
he wou d have owned. is Power to be from 
that HN nd or Divine 6! MET; 


2 


How 


nently ſo. 


How comes he to Afcribe nothing to 


that, ſince tis ſuppoſed to be equal in 


Power to the Father Himſelf, and more 
nearly Allyed to Jeſus Chriſt, as the Ope- 


rating Principle in Him? So John 14. 10. 


Ay Father in me does the V. orks » by which, 
tis evident there was no Divine Agent in 


and with Him, but the Father; He only 


has all Power of Himſelf, and needs no 
Aſſiſtance. e 

2. Another Infinite Perfection, that muſt 

needs be in the Deity, is Supream Abſolute 
Goodneſs: All Nations have conſented to 
this by the Light of Nature; that T0, 
& Optimus Maximus, are the Prime Cha- 
racters of the Supream; as the Orator ſays, 
he is One, quò nec Melins,nec Majus concipt 
Poteft : The Fulleſt, and Higheſt of all that 
are called Good; For indeed all.other Good 

is Herived from lim. 

Now the Lord Jeſus expreſly: Diſclaims 
this Character, Mat. 19. 17. Jeſus ſaid to 


him, Vhy calleft thou me Good? there is none 


Good but one, that is God where tis moſt 


evident that he diſtinguiſhes Himſelf from 


God, as not the ſame with Him, and denies 
of Himſelf, what he affirms of God: And 
s to that Divine Perfection of Supream 
nfinite Goodneſs, He Challenges the Man 


for. preſuming to ſay what ſeemed to Attri- 


bute it to Him, and leads him off to Ano- 
ther; who, and who only was more Emi 


Tis aſtoniſhing to ſee what Violence is 
Offered to the Sacred Text, by fach as 
Maintain the Equality of Jeſus Chriſt to 
God His Father: What a ſtrange fetch is it 
to ſuppoſe our Lord's Meaning to be This? 
qu, 7 I know Man, thou doft_not tale Me 
or God as I am; Why chew af thou give 
Me the Title belonging to Him any? When 
there is not one Word in the Context look 


ing this Way; For Chriſt never Challenges 


the Poor Man, with this, that he 8 
ub e eee 


quite contrary, that he The 


60 


at all; and to hat End cou d Chriſt Re 
prove Him in ſuch a way, as never tells Hin 


was to make Him Go# in his eye; anch if He 


His Deity, can hardly give an Account why 


bt or Spake 


too highly of Him. And derily if the 
Man's Error lay in'this, that he though 
too meanly of Chriſt, whilſt His words 
otherwiſe were juſtly enough applyed tc 


Him: I cannot think our Lord would 


have rebuked him in that Manner; fo 
inſtead of Keeping him {ti} to the right 
Odject, and reQifying His apprehenſion 
about it, Which only were wrong, He 
leems clearly to carry Him off to anothe 
from Himſelf, as not the right ObjeR 
without rectifyin His Thoughts of Chriſ 


what was his Fault, rather tempts Him te 

_ into another, and leads Him out of the 
WEIL | nas 

| It ſhou d ſeem rather (if any ſuch notio 

had been then conceiv'd by any,) that the 

Man did think Him to be God; for if he 

thought Him to be the Supream Good, that 


did not intend ſo much, but only meant it 
of an Infenior Good, how cou'd Chriſt re 
buke Him for it, ſince that was no Fault o 
Error? And truly they who ſay Chriſt 
Receiving Morſpip, when on Earth, , prove 


the Man ſhould give, or Chriſt Receive 
V. orſhip from Him, as he did, Mark 10.17 


if he did not take him for God? However, 
whatſoever the Man thought, he ſays what 


Jeſus Chriſt thought, was only proper to be 
ſaid of God, and too much to be ſaid © 
Himſelf, as the Obvious Senſe of His Words 
devkhnes! 5 g1td Lito fr 2; 79H 
And let me add, that if our Lord Jeſus 
had on purpoſe left the Matter Diſguis d, 
not willing to diſcover who he was then; 
yet! tis 3 that the Evangeliſts who 
many Years: after relate the Matter, when 
it was Neceſſary to have it believed, that 
Chriſt was Supream God ( as it is preten- 
ded) that they 7 ay, ſhou'd not unrigdle 


F 4 ©» * 
Clauſe, as that this 
F Wed P, N | 
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the Matter, by inder ih ye 8 
4 FI l Him, 


theſbim, or becauſe he knee be denied, His 
God head, or the like; For ſomet imes on 
Jess Occafions they enter fuch Cautious, 
John 6. 6. Ch. 21. 23. And yet tho Three 
Jof the Evangeliſts relate this Diſcourſe, 
they all do it the ſame Way, and not one 
of them fays a tittle to direct us to this 


us to the hazard of a moſt Fatal miſtake 
even Recommended to us hy this Hiſtory;) 
if Jeſus Chriſt were indeed the Supream 
Good in as High a 0 a8 eg 0 | 
hich he ſo apparently here cs and 
by that he denies Time to be the mo 
High God... YT e Dai <4 
3. Fwill only add one Perfection more, 
viz, Abſolute Omniſcience or unlimited 


ion Knowledg of all Things, Past, . Preſent, 
tha and to core, P.. 147. 5. His Underſtanding 
F Infinite. 80 Iſa. 41. 23. Acts 15, 18, 


known.to God are all His works from the Be- 


had not this Infinite Knowledg,Particularly 
not-'of. future Things, ſuch as of the day 


that Day knows no Man, no, not the Angels 


only. Here the Son profeſſes His know- 
ledg to be limited, and Inferiour to the 
Fat | 
of: God; the Son as above Angels in Know- 
Now how. is it poſſible the Son can be God 
rd: Infinite, and yet have but a finite under- 


ledg to the Father 


ſeen Chriſt Himſelf, with his own mout 


nels and Knowle dg to 


he 


% 


5 


WSccret way of Interpretation, but leaves 


of Judgment, Marz 13. 32. Says he, of: 


in Heaven, nor the Son, but the Father 


oh i. e. the Son of the Father, or Son 


ledg, the Son in the moſt Eminent Senſe: 


ſtanding? or can he be Equal in Know- 
| and yet not know-as 
much as the Father? And be ſure if he was 
not an Infinite God, when on Earth, he 
cannot be ſuch afterwards. Thus we have 


Diſclaiming Infinite . Power, Good- 
belong to Him, but 
dle attributes them to his Father n as ano- 
cus ther, diſtinct from Himſelf, from, hom. 
deriv'd of each in a dependent ited | 


4 zF 
A , * - 
% A "'” N 0 . 


Wbat can be ſaid againſt theſe plain Ar 
guments? I imagine our Oppoſers have but 
one ſhift left for the evading them, and 


that is a diſtinction which ſerves em in 


all Caſes; for they ſay, Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaks 
theſe Things of Himſelf, as Mlan only, while 
he had another Nature as God, which he 
Reſerved, and Excepted out of the Caſe; 
So that when he ſays, I cannot do thus my 
Self, or I am not to be called the Chief 
Good, or do not know this, Cc. accor- 
ding to them, the meaning is, 4. d. I have 
not theſe Perfections in my humane Nature, 
bat yet 1 know, and can do all unaſſiſted, 


and am the Chief Good in my Divine Na- 


ture, which alſo is more properly my Self: 
The Vanity of which Subterfuge I intend 
now to lay open, by ſnewing how Abſurdly 
this Diſtinction of the two Natures is pre- 
tended, to take off the Force of ſuch Ex- 
preſſions from Chriſts own Mouth, which 


1 in their Natural and Undiſguiſed ap- 
Nowy, *tis plain our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 


pearance, do proclaim His Inferiority 
to God, even the Father; and I ſhall- 
Dwell the more upon this, becauſe *tis the 
moſt Popular and Common Evaſion, and. 
comes in at every turn, when all other re- 

het fans, -- 25 „„ 

It wou d be no unreaſonable Demand, 
to ask, what Intimation of any ſuch Di- 
tinction of two Natures they can point us 
to, in any of theſe Diſcourſes of Chriſt?. 
Why ſhou'd Men Deviſe or Imagine for 
Him, ſuch a Strange, and ſeemingly De- 
ceitful way of Speaking, from no Ground, 
nor Neceſſity, other than that of upholding 
their own precarious Opinion? But I have 
ſeveral Remarks to make upon this common 
Anſwer. e eee OY Ls 

That which in the Firſt place I have to 
Object againſt it is; That Our Bleſſed Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, if Himſelf. was the Supream: 
God in any Nature of his ow, Cou d not 
have ſaid ſuch Things, (as I conceive) in 
any Conſiſtency with Truth and Sincerity 

| tit J ln {ir SO d (which 
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(which he always maintain'd ſtrictly) he 


-cou'd not fay Himſelf cou'd not do, or 
did not know the Thing, which all this 
| While Himſelf cou'd do, and did know 


very well, as beſure if he was the Supream 


| God, he cou'd and did, for this were to 


make Him ſay what is moſt Falſe, and to 
Equivocate in the moſt deceitful manner; 
for tho we ſhou d ſuppoſe he conſiſted of 


two Infinitely diſtant Natures, and fo had 


two Capacities of Knowledg, &c. Yet. 


ſince Himſelf includes them both, it fol- 
| lows, that the denying a Thing of Himſelf 


in Abſolute Terms, without any Limitation 
in the Words, or other obvious Circum- 
flances, does plainly imply a denial of its 


belonging to any part of His Perſon, or 
to any Nature in it; For tho we may af- 


firm a Thing of a Perſon, which __ 
only to a part of him; as I may properly 
ſay a Man is wounded or hurt, tho it be 


only in one Member, ſuppoſe an Arm; 
Yet I cannot juſtly deny a Thing of him 


which belongs only to one. part, becauſe 


it belongs. not to another; as I cannot ſay 


a Man is not wounded, becauſe tho one 


Arm be Shot or Wounded, yet the other is 


Whole. pf | ee 
For inſtance, I have two Organs of ſight, 
two Eyes; Now ſuppoſe I converſe with a 
Man with one Eye ſhut and the other open; 
if being asked whether I ſaw him, I ſhou d 
dare to ſay I faw bim not (without any 


limitation) meaning to. my ſelf, that I ſaw 


him; not with the Eye which was ſhut, 
tho {till I aw bim well enough with the 
Eye which was open; I fear I thou'd bear 
the Reproach of a Lyar and Decezver, not- 


withltanding ſuch a mental Reſervation as 

ſome would attribute to the Holy. Jeſus. 

For knowledg is the Eye of N 
Jeſas Chriſt is ſuppoſed to have two of theſe” 
Fnowing Capacities; the one weak, the 


the Perſon, 


ether ſtrong, and peircing that diſcerns all 
Things; now as. 8 one, the Diſciples 
repair to Him, and ask Him, ben the end 
of the World and time of His coming ſhall 


J | 

be? Mat. 24. 3. He anſwers them,  bylk 
ping them ſome General Account of the 1 
Matter, but ys that the particular Day ti 
and Hour he knew not, nor did any know 15 
but the Father, meaning, (ſay my oppo- n 
ſers) that he knew it not with his Humane 
knowledg, tho he knew it well . enough 
with His Divine, at the ſame time, that 
he ſaid, the Son knows it not, abſolutely and 


indefinitely. _ e 
And Jen it Jeſus Chriſt had a Divine 
Knowledg and Nature, no doubt his Diſci 
= (Who, if any Body, muſt be ſuppoſed to 
elieve it ) directed the queſtion to that. 
rather thanto the imperfe&t humane Capaci- 
ty; and yet. in anſwer to it, he ſays, he knew 
rot the Day, which wou'd not be counted 
Sincerity or Truth in Men, much leſs 
was Jeſus Chriſt in danger of it, in His 
mouth 10 Guile was; let us not impute it I e 
to Him. 3 5 a} N 5 91 KPH 
That you may ee this is fair reaſoning, N 
hear how ſome of the other ſide on it, ll 
when ont of the heat of this controverſy, C 
See Doctor Stillingfleet's Sermon, on Mat. f 
10. 16. ſpeaking of the Equivocations of 
Popiſh Prieſts, whoſe common, Anſwer, 
when Examined about. what they haue 
known by Confeſſion, is that they know 
it not, which they think to vindicate from 
the charge of Lying; by faying, that in 
Confeſſion, the Prieſt knows Matters as 
God, not as Man, and therefore he denies 
to know them, meaning it, as Man. But 
ſays the Doctor this is abſard; becauſe to 
ſay he does not know, is as much as 
to fay he doth not any way know. Now 
if this be a good anſwer againſt the Pa- 
piſts, as no doubt it is; Then ſure tis ſo 
in the preſent Caſe; Therefore when Chriſt 
ſays, he knows not the Day of Judgment; 
tis as much as to fay he does not any 
way know uit; and conſequently, tis 
a vain Shift to ſay, it was as Man only; 
we muft beware leaſt we bring the Holy. 
Jeſus under ſuch à reproach for Equivoca- 
tion, as the  Romiſh © Prieſts Tye under; 


. 
and make the Jeſuits thetnſelves think they cludes all that is the Son, and then there 
have a good Title to that Name, by imi- cou d be no Son of God that knew of that 
tating herein, his own Example; which Day which only the Father knew of, and 
in this very inſtance they alledg with ſo conſequently no Son that is God equal to 
great Advantage according to this Interpre- the Father. COT be bo , 
arias” ee 3. Moreover, That Interpretation muſt 
2. As a farther Evidence, That Jeſus needs be unjuſt, which if admitted, will 
Chriſt intended no ſuch Diſtinction of two make all, even the moſt plain Speech . 
Natures, as is pretended; tis to be obſer- certain, and utterly inſignificant : as this 
ved, that he puts not the d/inft5on,' or op- interpretation of Chriſt's words wou'd do: 
poſition between the Son of Man, and the For as I ask the Patrons of this Opinion, in 
Eternal Word (as ſome ſpeak) but between what words Jeſus Chriſt cou'd in Brief 
the Son and his Father, Mark 13. 32. Not have denied himſelf to be God moſt High 
the Son knows,but only the Father; by which if he had a mind to do it, more plain and 
tis plain, He had no thought of including full than theſe? in which he ſays, he'knew 
any Perſon or Nature of his own among the not all things as the Father did, nor cou'd 
excepted : For whatever was not the Fa- do all things, Cc. '$6/T would fain have 
ther, he ſays, was ignorant of that Day; them ſhew me, what words of that Nature 
now tis certain, that in no Nature was the he con'd have uſed, ' which the ſame way 
Son the Father; and conſequently where of interpretation, as they here uſe, will 
None but the Father knows, none «who is not evade and make inſignificant. For had 
not the Father, can be intended; and ſince he aid, or Sworn in pltiny words thus, 
our Lord was making an exception in the Fix. I tell you ] am not the Supream God; 
Caſe, he wou d not have forgotten to except and none but my Father bas that Glory. 
the Eternal Word too, if there had been They wou'd upon the ſame Reaſon ſtill have 
* a Divine principle in bimſelf, equal to ſaid, This was to be underſtood of him as 


Father and diſtin& from bim; for tis Alan only: So that no werds profefſing 

@ known Nale, that an exception from a himſelf! not to be God, codd be a proof 
general Aſſertion, confirms it as to other of it, if this way of interpretation be Al- 
inſtances not eceptec. 2 lowed: So that I may ſafely ſay thus much, 

Will they ſay, That by the Father is that'the Bleſſed Jeſus has declared himſelf 
meant all Three Perſons here? Fiz. Fa- not to be the Supream God, or equal to 
ther Son and Holy Gheſt: What] can the the Faber, as plamly as words cou d ſpeak, 
Father as oppoſed-to the Son, be put for the or, in brief, expreſs: And that this Decks? 
Father and the Son? What woful work ration made by him already is not to be 
will this make! with Scripture, to ſuppoſe evaded,” ariy other way, than what will — 
that what are Oppoſed to each other, do make it impoſſible his mind ſhou'd be un- E 
include each other, under the very Chara- derſtood by any words be cou'd have de- : 
cters by which they are oppoſed ?- As well figned]v uſed in the matter: Let any one 
may they xy that in the Baptiſmal Form; try if this do not hold True; and füre it 
dy the Father is meant, Father, Son, and muſt be an abſurd way of interpretation 
Spirit, tho he be: diſtinguiſhed from the which leaves a Man no Opportunity or 
other two; and I ſhou d deſpair of ever Power of ſpeaking his Meaning plainly, fo 
underſtanding the Scriptures - above all as to be underſtood. 7 ooh 
Books that ever were written, at this Rate 4. Agam,thi: 


eve it this this way of interpretation, which 
of Iaterpretation: No doubt tberefore, the, Advocates of the Opinion 1 oppoſe, 
but the Father as oppoſed to the: Son, ex- axe ſo PR neceſſitated to, for upholding 
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their Cauſe, does plainly overthrow it a- {carer un 
gain, end may be turn d againſt them- it of the Divine Nature (to which they be- 
ſelves z for-if it be juſt and true to deny of long not) So that ane may ſay, I believe 
Chriſt abſolutely what belongs to him in not chat ſeſus Chriſt was Conceived of the 
one Nature, becauſe there is Aother Na- Holy Ghaſt, or Born of the Virgin Aan); 
ture in which it belongs not to him; then, I believe that he never was Crucified under 
ſince to be the chief God belongs to him Pont ius Pilate, nor was Dead or Buried; 
(according to our Adverſaries) only in one that he never of 


nor Aſcended, nor will 


Nature, and not in reſpect of the other, Return viſibly again; for his Divine Nature bi 


or humane Nature, it follows that it may (which 'tis pretended he had) was not cal 
as juſtly be ſaid Jeſus Chriſt is not God, pable of theſe Things; and ſince they ay, 
nor to be Wor/hiped or Truſted as ſuch; the Perſonality is Divine, here ſeems more 
Nay, That he was not before the Virgin warrant to be bolder in denying indefinite 
Mary, according to them and the like; ly of the perſon what belongs not to t hi 
and this without addin: any limitation or Divine Nature, whole the Perſonality is 
reſtriction, any more than; our Lord does than in ſO deny ing, of the perſon what on! 
I; belongs not to the humane Nature; af 
What weu'd they ſay to one who ſhou'd this Interpretation makes Chriſt to do. 
; wy or preach ſo, That Jeſus is not God, J. Finally, it weighs ſomething with 
that he cannot do all things, nor is equa] me, in oppoliti ww 
to the Father, Cc. Wou'd they not con- tation, that the Evangeliſts never take any 
clude he was a; Denyer of the Deity. of occaſion (when they had ſo many) to ſubW* 
Chriſt ? elſe he wou'd never ſpeak fo un- joyn any Caution againſt taking Chrilt's 
guarded: upon the ſame Account, when words in their obvious Senſe, when he ſays 
þ > Chriſt. bimſelf ſays; that he can- He did not nom the Hour, &c. 1 
not of himſelf do all things, nor knows ail like. If as we ſaid, our Lord had no mind 


in the place mentioned. 


on to this way of interpre- 


things, and makes no reſerves in his words, , to reveal his Divimiy (tho.I ſe not Fly 


we may conclude he alto d&vics hig being why he ſhou'd deny it thus) yet ſurg hi 
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Supream God; elſe, if it be a uſt way of Apoſtles who wrote ſo many Fears after, 
ſpeaking in him, it cannot be unjuſt in us whom it concerned to, Reveal all impor 
to imitate him, by dens ing him indefinite · tant Truths moft clearly, wou d not fail to 
ly, to be, what he in any one Nature is not, have ſet the Reader Right 

1. e. that he is et God, without adding ſuch obvious Objections a8 heſe are again 


more. dhe Supream Deity of Qhriſt; and Aying 
_ Nay, Aſter this way of Speaking which he ſpake this = in xeſpect of his da: 


they Attribute to Chriſt, a Man may be hoo 


Taught to ſay his Creed 'Backward, and 
: yet make a true ptofeſſion of his Faith 


” N 
* 
be 


ol his Natures; thus ſince the Apoſtles Creed it fairly lies, not thinking of any. fach f 
takes Notiee ot nothing to be believed con- cret Reſerve in Chriſt, of a Divine Not 
cerning Chriſt, but What belongs to his ture in his Perſon, to be tacitly exceptec 
| Manhood (which is very ſtrange, if there when he had denied ſuch perfections of hit 
were any Articles relating to his Divinity, Perſon indefinitex. In] * 
t).one Thus it remains Good, that Jeſus Chriſſf I. 
-may venture to deny them all, with this diſclaims infinite pexfetions, to belong fd 


0 


which moſt needs be mott important) one 


» that he nem not al things, &c. But 
here is not one Caution given, as often we 
„by find there was about leſs isdn L 2 
ing of Jeſas Chriſt in abſolute Ex- 21. Ch. 11. 13. No doubt it was, b4 
8 what ever may be denied of one they wou d have the ing og BA 


by removing 


Iz o 
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Jeſus 
K}Supream God; 


nim as to the Father; and therefore that 
he is not the ſame infinite God with him, 
if we can believe his own Words: But be- 
fore I conclude this Argument, I ſhall en- 
deavour to Anſwer what our Oppoſers of- 
fer on the contrary ſide: They ſay there is 
abundant Evidence from other Scriptures, 

in has thoſe perfections in 


that Jener ba 8 
bim, which 1 have ſhewed in the foremen- 


joned "DRE, NE Neves of himſelf; theſe 
hey lay in Ballance to the other, and fince 
both ſides cannot be proved, it muſt be 
xamined, which ought to yield? Parti- 
ularly they ſay Omniſcience is aſcribed to 

2 „even ſuch as is peculiar to the 
and ſince this indeed is that 
infinite perfection ,which they ſeem to al- 
lede the moſt nr Teſtimonies for its 
delonging to him, therefore I chuſe to 


Wiingle out this in particular: I think I have 
made good the Negative already from his 
own. Mouth, that he did not know all 
it rbings: Nor can any thing 


of equal Evi- 


ative, as will appear upon conſiderate 


PRO Force be produced for the Affir- 


'Xamination, 


ide Inſtances uſually alledged to prove 
905 Chr 3 


"the infinite O-niſcience. of Ie 
Neither; 1. Such as ſpeak 01 his 


TY knowing all 
things in General; or, 2. Of his knowing 


o both which I Reply. . 

Fit, Tis Objected, that the. Diſciples 
aſcribe to him the gane all things, 
as John 16. 30. ch. 21. 17. Thou knoweft all 
things : I Anſmer, That as thoſe Expretli- 
ons are words of Admiration from the 
Diſciples not yet inſpired: So they are in- 


1 tended only to expreſs a very great and 
Je conprehenſive Knowledg far from infinite, 


Divine Qnniſcience, as appears 


1 By Chriſt's own words, de knew not 
WU; 


the Father knew, Fiz. The time of 


che Day of Judgment. 


-o Knowledg- to M²en of extrao 


Ia that it was common to, aſcribe all 
. xtraorqinary 
Eſpecially when any. intended 30. 


2110 


commend them highly, and were affected 
with wonder; for Admiration and Praiſe 
naturally inclines to run out into Hyperbo- 
les; thus the Woman of Tekoah under a 
ſurpriſing wonder of David's Sagacity cries 
out: My Lord knows all things on Earth, 
and is as Wiſe as an Angel, 2 Sam. 14. 20. 


and the Apoſtle in commendation of ſome 


Chriſtians ſays, They nem all things, 1 John 


2. 20, and 27. and yet tis plain ſuch Enco- 


mums muſt have their limitations; and in- 
deed the Jews ſeem to have thought that 
their Prophets knew, in a manner, all Things, 
Thus Luke 7. 30. When a woman of ill 
Fame Anointed our Lord's Head; the Pha- 


riſee ſays of him, F this Man were a Pro- 


phet, he would know what manner of Womai: 
this is: And when the woman of Samar: 
found that he told her of all her ſecret Acts. 
that ever ſhe did, ſhe concludes thus, Sir 
4 perceive thou art a Prophet, John 4. 19. 
'Tis no wonder then if the Diſciples {peak 
thus of him, thou knoweſt all things, with- 
out eſteeming him more than the greateſt 
of Prophets. | 1 
3. Lis evident they never intended 


moxe, by attributing al Knomledg to him, 
from their own. words in one of the Texts: 


mentioned, John 16. 30. Where the Diſci- 


ns > 'T ais xn Fc us, how much they inferred from 
liens Thoughts and Hear ES in particular: 


is Great Knowledg (which they deſcribe 


and extol, by ſaying, Thou knoweſt all 
things) not that he was God, but one ſent 
of God, by this we believe that thou c ameſt 
forth from God : Not that thou thy ſelf art 
that God. So that by thele large Expreſſi- 


ons, they only intend to Attribute to him 
what a created Being is, by Divine Alli- 


_ ſtance, capable of; and therefore 'tis Vio- 


lence to their words, to infer from them,, 


that Jeſus Chriſt is God, when themlelves 


inter no ſuch thing; who beſt knew their 
own meaning. 1 

And yet iir were Granted that our Lord 
Jeſus knows all things, i. e. which ac 
are; yet if he knows not all Futurities too, 


Which, himſelf Denies, he comes ſhort cf. 


iſh»1t2, 


* 


n „ ax 1 2 Wang, % 


as Solomon judges, 1 Kin. 
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infinite Omniſcience. For ought 1 know, 


/ 


a finite Being may have a knowledg com- 


menſurate to this poor Earth, which is but 
a duſt of the Ballance; and yet not know 
all God's ſecret Purpoſes, or the Seaſons 


which the Father keeps in his own Hand, 
AC by Io 7. vhs 


2. T7 Objected, That the knowledg o 


the Heart is aſcribed to Chriſt, John 2. 25. 


Mat. g. 9. But * Rev. 2. 23. and 
this they ſay is what op to God only 


claims it as his eminent Glory, Fer. 17. 10. 


and yet Feſus Chriſt ſays, 1 am he who 
ſearches the Heart ;, therefore ſay they, 8 


ſurely he muſt be that God, Who only knows 


take this to be the ſtrongeſt inſtance that 
can be produced from the Sacred Text, for 


proving any infinite Divine Perfections to 
| bites to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and it 
-ſhall be ſeriouſly conſidered, 


In Anſwer hereto, 1 ſhall ſhew T1 wo 
things. 1. In what Senſe, the ſearching 


and knowing the Heart is made peculiar. 
to God, and incommunicable to others, by 
\ thoſe Texts. 2. That notwithſtanding it 
be peculiar to bim in ſome Senſe, yet theſe 


Acts may in another Senſe be juſt b Attri- 
buted to another, and perform'd by him 
who is not the Moſt High Gd. 

I. As to the former, tho Solomon ſay, 
Thou Lord only knoweſt the Hearts of all 
Men. Yet what if I ay, tis no wonder that 


Solomon ſhou d not know of any other to 
whom that Excellency was Communicated, 
ſince this Myſtery of the Unſearchable Ri- 
ches and Fulneſs of Chriſt, and of God's be- 
ing manifeſt in his Fleſh, and his High Ex- 
altation of him, was hidden in the Ages 


paſt, and only manifeſted in the times of 


the Goſpel; for tis in theſe latter times 


that our Lord Jeſus has obtained his great 


Authority and Dignity, for which he has 
Received! — Abilities: Yet ! add, 
ſuch Expreſſions in Scripture,” appropria- 
ting ſome perfections to God, do only im- 


4 + 
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ſhall be ſeen, to be no forced Suppoſition 


39. and God 
Yo y Men, and immortal Holy Angels ani 


priate Expreſſions is, that the Bleſſed 
the Hearts 1 the Children of Men. 


the hearts of Men, 1 muſt be interpretet 
know the Heart as God dc 
ſally, o immediately and ind ently 
-fare, under him. And as he wou'd Arguf 


he is called Holy and Wiſe, c. whict 


God, from his knowing Mens Hearts, be 


God only knows Futurities, and yet hoy 
often have the Prophets foretold them from 


neſs and Wiſdom, ſo to know the thought 
and Hearts of Men, bath been Commun 


port that God has no equal herein, or tha 
there is an Eminent Senſe only in which 
ſuch perfections are N * to God, and 
incommunicable to all others; tho ſtill ir 
a Lower Senſe ſomething of them may be 
Communicated by him to others; and thi 


but according to the current ſtrain of plai 
Scripture, in a multitude of inſtance 
Thus tis ſaid, That God only is Wiſe, Rog 
16. = 1 Tim. 1. 17. So Ch. 6.16. Gu 
only has Immortality. So Thou only 'a 
Holy, Rev. 15.4. and yet there are Wiſe an 


its, but the meaning of thoſe 40 
'C KN 


Wiſe, and Holy, and Immortal, in 
more Excellent way and higher Senſe tha 
all others, and in which Senſe others can 
not be ſo. So when tis aid God only know 
the ſame way, YViz. That there is none ca 
ſo Univer 


And yet tis no contradiction, to fay ti 
he enables another to do it, in great mea 


but very weakly who ſhou'd go about til 
rove an Angel to be God, from this that 


are ſaid to belong to God only: Even { 
in the fame manner muſt they Argue wbt 
wou d prove Jeſus Chriſt to be the Suprean 


cauſe tis faid to belong to God only; ex 
cept they can ſhew that Jeſus Chriſt know: 
in the ſame excellent independent manner 
and degree as his Father, and that he if 
no more beholden to bim for Ability andſÞ 
Aſſiſtance than he is to his Son Jeſus Chrif 

So I might Argue from Iſa. 46. 9. That 


bim? 5 RE. 
And 'tis not hard to ſuppoſe that as Holi 


_ cated 


| | cated to Prophets and Apoſtles; was there 


nd phet Eliſpas telling the ſecret Counſels 
il of the Syrian King, 2 Kings 6. 12. yet at 
leaſt in the Spirit of Diſcerning mentioned 
bi : Cor. 1 2. 10. and in the caſe of Ananias and 
ion] Saphhera? Acts 5. I grant this was by Di- 
uy vine Afifarce' of the Spirit of God, and by 
Revelation: Neither is our Lord Jeſt: 
Chriſt aſham'd to own that His Knowledg 
is ſometimes owing to Revelation from God 
His Father, Rev. I. 1. If any ſhou'd ask, 
how. Jeſus Chriſt comes to know all that he 
reveals in thoſe ſeven Epiſtles to the ſeven 


that Book of the Revelations may be an 
Anſiver, It was the Revelation which God 
gave to Jeſus Chrift, &c. No wonder then 
au that he ſays, he knows their Works, their 

Hearts, and their approaching Judgments 


aſſiſted by God's Revelation. 
But it will be ſaid, that His ſearching 
he Heart, Imports it to be His own Act. 
{1ſwer ; So it may very well be; for what- 
fever a Man knows, he knows it by his 
gown Act; And why may not the Mind 
ſeach; and yet be under the light of Re- 


aſſiſtance? But yet after all, theſe Words 
of ſearching the Heart, are only an Ex- 
preſſion that denotes the Accuracy of His 
nowledg, not the Manner of attaining 
o it, for taken properly, as applyed to 
o make a ſearch, ſince all things are naked 
and open to His view. And if they. muſt 
e taken Strictiy and Properly, as applyed 
Wo Chriſt, then they belong not to Him 
fin the ſame Senſe as they do to God, and 


dd, which leads me to ſhew :. 


ght High God. That he knows things with 


not ſomething of this, if not in the Pro- ner 


Churches, &c. The very fe words of 


and Trials, when his own vaſt Abilities are 


elation, and the Influence of Superior 


od, tis dithonourable to ſay, he is put 


9 can be no Argument of His being that 
Secondly, That there's no abſurdity in at · 
Fributing h Knowledg/ of the Heart to 
eus Chriſt, tho He be not the Moſt 


Foe limitation as to the Degree, and in 
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dependence on His Father, as to the Mfr: 
, appears by what has been ſaid already! 
And therefore the knowledg of the Heart 
attributed to Him, muſt be ſuch as is con- 
ſiſtent with His Subordination to the Fa- 
thers greater Knowledg. SS IG 
'Tis pleaded, That tis not poſſible for à 
Finite Being to bave ſuch Univerſal knowled 
of the hearts and ways of Men, as is aſcribec 


to Jeſus Chriſt, and which as Head and 


Ruler of the Church, and World, Heought 
to have, and therefore he is infinite God. 
Anſwer, IJ am pretty ſure, it can never 
be demonſtrated, that it / exceeds à Finite 
capacity to know the concerns of all on 
this Earth, when the enlarged underſtan- 
ding is aſliſted in the higheſt Manner by 
Divine Influence and Revelation. - The 


reaſon is, becauſe the Object is Finite, and 


I challenge any Man to'ſhew me how it 
can be impoſſible for a Finite capacity to 
Comprehend a Finite Object, as this World 
is, and wou'd be, tho it were Ten thou- 
ſand times greater than it is? I amSatisfy'd 
this can never be demonſtrated to itnply 
any contradiction in it; And that all bo 
imaginations concerning it, Proceed Chiefly* 
from too high a Conceit of Man, and too 
low apprehenſion of the infinite God; as 
if the diſtance between theſe two were 
ſo ſmall, that there cou'd not be one made 
of a Capacity ſo much above Men, as to 
be Commenſurate to them all, but pre- 


ſently he muſt” be the moſt High God. 


as tho that nay thy Being cou'd not pro- 
duce one who 'ſhou'd be a Thouſand times 
beyond all this Earth and its Inhabitants, 
and yet it be infinitely below Himſelf: 
Methinks, if the Sun was but an Intelligent 
Creature, and cou d diffuſe his Intellectual 
Influences as he 'do's his Natural; cou'd 
but ſee and underſtand with his Beams 


and ſecret Influences, Lis eaſy to imagine 


what a Penetrating and Comprehenſive 
knowledg he might have, but we may 
Entertain much greater thoughts of the 
Sun of Wadi” he A 

25 | And 
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And I conceive a ſtrong argument to 
prove Jeſas Chriſt as Man, capable of 
fuch deep and extenſive Knowledg, may 
de drawn from the Offices of Dignity and 
Power conferred on Him by God. For 
God has given to Him to be Head over all 
things, Eph. 1. 22. He bas given or com- 
mitted to Him all Judgment, John 5. 22. 
And that as the Son of Man, v.27. In ſhort, 
His Kingly Office by which he Rules over 
all the World, and takes ſpecial care of all 
His, Members, as it Neceſſarily ſuppoſes 
His knowledg of the whole Eſtate of His 
Church and every Member of it, as far as 


50 I think it undeniably proves this large 
Knowledg to be Exerciſed by Him as 
Man, however he gains it; t 
For, ſince this Office and Power is gi- 


ven, it cannot Terminate in the Divine 


Nature; for who can give to God, any 


Dignity or Power, who has all Originally 
mM * Being? it muſt then be given 


humane Nature only: And 


to the Aan, or hun e on 

if the Man Chriſt Jeſas ſuſtain this Office, 
and be inveſted with this Kingly Power, 
eyen with all. Power in Heaven and Earth, 


then as Man we cannot deny him to be 
ſutably qualified for it, with all requiſite 
Abilities, Jeſt we reproach Goa, as bung 
one to an Employment, who is not fitte 

for it, or Himſelf in aſſuminꝑ a truſt which 
he is not able to diſcharge; beſides, unleſs 
His ne Nature can execute this Pow] 


er, it cannot be ſaid to be given to it, for 
2 Power which cannot be exerted, or is 
impoſſible to be executed, is not given nor 
| Received, any more than a Commiſſion, or and 
Grant to a Stock or a Tree, to bear Rule, 
ndt over the other Trees ( 


committed to the Man C 


is neceſſary for the Diſcharge of that Tru#; 


f 


under the Authority, and in the Name of 


as in Jot hams 


\pologue) but over a Nation, or to Com- 
— —. : Tis no Gift at all, if this 
were the caſe, that the Aan Chriſt Jeſus 


be utterly l +] the Office and Go- 
vernment eq mn Hul, i. 
If it be ſaid, That tho the Office and 


, 
4 
: 


_ delegated Authority be committed to the to Him? 


humane, yet tis only executed by the 
Divine Nature in Chriſt, I Anſwer, Tis th 
moſt unreaſonable to N. this Truſt Wh 
rift, who muſt | 
at laſt deliver it up, 1 Cor. 15. 24. and yet 
the Management of it belong only to ano- 
ther Being: How can he be Commended 
tor being Faithful, over the Houſe of God, 
to Him who appointed or conflituted Him, | 


Hed. 3-2,6, when 'tis not expected he 


ſhou'd execute His Office? I Grant indeed : 
that His Kingly Office is executed by the af- 


ſiſtance of God, as he exerts His Divine | | 


Power and Wiſdom, through the humane 
Nature of Chriſt, and Communicates of 
them in all fulneſs to Him, in whom it 
dwells; But to ſay, that the Man Chriſt 
does not Exerciſe His Kingly Univerſal 
Power, but that His Divine Nature ( ſup: 
poling it) does ſolely and immediately ex 
ecute the Office given to Him as Mun or 
Mediator, (for to God can nothing: be 
given ) is in my Mind a moſt Groſs ab- 


urdity; for tis to ſay, That God Officiates v 


for Man, in Execution of a Delegated, or 
Subordinate Authority; or that he Act 


a Creature, which is not meet to be ſaid 
of the Supreme God. It remains therefore; | 
That as Chriſt's Univerſal Kingdom and 
Headſhip, is by Gift from God (of which 
only the Man Chriſt is the Receiver) com- 
mitted as a Traſt to Him; So he certainly 
wants no ability to execute that Fruſt in 
the Nature entruſted with it; I ſay no abi- 
lity, whether of Power or Knowledge; ſuffi 
cient to render Him, a careful, vigorous, 
every way moſt Effectual Head of His 
Body, and Ruler of the World; and to 
deny this, is to Rob Him of His greateſt 
Beſides, What Benefit or Gift is it to the 
Man Chriſt, that the Divine Nature ſhou'd 
execute a Power which it always had, and 
tu d Exerciſe without any Gift to Him ? 
What Reward; or what Addition was this 


Another 


Another Argument may be drawn; from 
that Comfortable Ground of confidence 
in a Chriftians Addreſs to God, which the 
WScripture lays down, viz. The Sympa- 
Khizing Compaſſion of our Lord Jeſus 
briſt, towards His diſtreſſed Servants, 
Eriſmg from His own ſufferings when on 

Earth, Heb, 4. 15, 16. Seeing we have not an 
Jigh Prieft, who cannot be touched with the 
Peeling of our Infirmities, but was in all points 
7 empted as we are: Let us therefore come 
alaly to the Throne of Grace. Chriſt's 

having been tryed with Sufferings, makes 
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ne Wim, a more Compaſſionate earneſt Adyo- 

-of rate for us; and this is our Comfort, © 

it Now tis certain, This Compaſſion a- 

ik {Wriling from His own experience of 'trou- 
dal ple, can belong to none hut His hnmane 
ap- Nature; the Divine Nature i; Compaſſio- 
ex. ate, but not for this realoy,, Berauſe it Was 
"OE empted, or grieved wi 'Milery ; No, it 
be e . 2 and 
ab- WL onicquentty feels a pathy from hence 
— ith His diſtreſſed Sereants ft And tis moſt 


* 


n their troibles, he muſt then know them 
n that Nature, which only has a fellom 


ith the Miſeries of others which he knows 


edg of all our Miſeries, do in effect deny 


as the Scripture repreſents Him, and Rob 
us of this Strong ground of Conſolation 
and Hope in our 1 to God 

hich the Apaſtle wou d have us to bui id 


4 


* 
$09; 


ide reaſon of Mankind, that I might pro- 
duce the conſent of a very great Number 


of learned Men, even among them who 


Knowledg, as well as univerfal Prefence 
which they Plead for. The School-Men, 


ert ain, that bf he Sympathize with them 


eeling of them, for none can Sympathize 


t of; 80 that they who deny Chriſt's 
amane Nature to be capable of the know] 


im to be {ach a Compaſtonate Advocate 


And this Doctrine has been fo far from 
aring, either umpotible, or ahſurd to 


oppoſe my other Opinions. The Litherans 
low the Man Chriſt a fort of univerſal 
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botli Tomi and Scotifts, allow Him uni · 
verſal Knowledg, tho' they differ in their 


way of explaining it: 


And there was a time in the Sixth Cen- 
try, When in the Chriſtian Qhurch ſome 
were branded with Hereſie, under the 


Name ef Agnoete, who held Chriſt was 


ignorant of any. thing, which I conceive 
muſt have been in relation to His humane 
Nature; for thoſe Perſons owned Him to 
have a Divine Nature, and tis hard to 
imagine they could attribute Ignorance to 
that,... But ( waving that Matter which is 
diſputed) it is enougli for my purpoſe, viz. 
to prove what Senſe the Chriſtian Church 
then had of Chriſt's extenſive Knowledg, 
as Man; that they who wrote againſt thoſe 
Hereticks, do exprelly deny any ignorance 
in Chriſt as Man; for this we may produce 
two famous Patriarchs of the Chriſtian 
Church at that time, viz. Eulegius of 
Alexandria, and Gregory of Rome : Thoſe 
Ai 
Chriſt's Words, That he knew not the time 
of the laſt Judgment, as an iuſtance of 
His ignorance: Lo this the Former Per- 
ſon {fays, that he was not ignorant of it, 
not as Man, and much leſs as God: The 
latter ſays, In Natura quidem humanitatis 
noviſſe, ſed non ex Natura hum init atis. 
He knew it with the humane Nature, but 
that knowledg did not riſe from the hu-- 
manity ; which is what I maintain as to the 
knowledg, I attribute to him, but not ex- 
tending it ſo far as to all futurities, which 
they did. „%% rw Be: 
And I find not a few of the Modern 
Reformed Divines, (Who when out of this 
Diſpute ) ſpeak agreeably to this, and are 
far from thinking it Idolatry, to aſcribe as - 
much knowledg as I have done, to the 
Man Chriſt. Thus the Reverend Mr. Bax- 
ter, in his Notes on Epy. 4. 16. plainly 
intimates, that he conceives an Ange! might 
be made capable of Ruling the Univerſal 
Church on Earth by Legiſlation, Judg-- 
ment, and Execution: For having bes 
| 8 * * Ic 


cks produc'd for their Opinion, 
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this Task was impoſlible to any Power 
But Divine; He corrects himſelf by ad- 
ding, or Angelical at leaſt; And ſure the 
Man Chriſt's Ability, is far Superior to 
Angels; beſides that he has them Miniſtring 
to Him, and giving Him notice of Matters 
if there be any Occaſion; for he has Seven 
Principal Spirits, who are the Eyes of the 
Lamb ſent forth through all the Earth, as 
the ſame Author interprets, Rev. 5.6, 

So the Author of a little , called 
the Future State, the ſame who wrote the 
Good Samaritan, a worthy Divine of the 


Church of England, fays many things 
very Rational concerning the large extent 


of Chriſt's humane Knowledg ; that pro- 


bably, He can as eafily inſpett the whole 


Globe of this Earth, and the Heavens that 
encompaſs it, as we'can view a Globe of an 


Inch Diameter, P. 46, 47. that he intercedes 
4s Man, and can he intercede in a caſe which. 


Limborch in his Theol;Chrift, lib. 5. C. 18, 


Let me add only the Teſtimony of Dr. 


-» 


Thomas Goodwin, who was never I ſuppoſe 


cenſur'd for an Idolater among Diſſenters ;, 

And yet tis ſcarce poſſible that 1 ſho d 
attribute greater knowledg to the Man 

fleſus Chriſt than he. See his Select caſes, 
part 3d, where he ſays, The humane under- 


ſtanding of Chriſt takes in all occurrences 


which concerns His Church. And that as 
he ſaid all Power in Heaven and Earth is 
given me of my Father, ſo might he ſay all 

\. knowleds in Heaven and Earth is given me, 
that his Beams pierce into every corner, that 
he knows the Sore of every Heart, and con- 


cludes with theſe remarkable words, that as 


' 2 Looking-Glaſs wrought in the form of a 
Globe, repreſents the Images of all that is in 
the Room: So the enlarged humane under- 
ſtanding of Chriſt, takes in all things in Hea- 
ven and Earth at once. It ſeems theſe Men 
did not take it to be the Peculiar Perfection 
of the Divine Nature to know the Hearts; 
So as that no Creature cou d partake of it 


by Divine aſſiſtance and Revelation, 


others. In 7, tis evident Chriſt as Man, 


Doctrine has, 
| which and U 1 705 all enſure, as far as I KW. 
he knows not? So again, P. 150 Thelike ſays k 
; 


of Chriſt's extenſive! Knowledg in Scrip- 


may be alſo ſaid with reſpe& to other 
(w 


Indeed, as to the manner of knowin 
the heart; We cannot tell how the inha. 
bitants of the other World have acceſs to 
our minds or to each others, but without 
doubt, Jeſus Chrift, whoſe eyes are as a 
Flame of Fire, has more proper: abilities 
for penetration, as well as more Revelati- 
on from God, and more Capacity, for 
receiving and.. treaſuring it up, than all 


is the Great Adminiſtrator of Gods provi. 
dential Kingdom, John 5. 27. As Man, he 
muſt Judg the whole World, Acts 17. 31 
which implies vaſt and univerſal knowledg: 
Who then dares ſay, that the Alan Chriſt 
Jeſus, has not a Knowledg as large as this 
narrow Earth, or as the Sand by the Ses 
ſhore, without any Hyperbole ? I think ti dis 
beyond all reaſonable doubt; and as this A, 

appear d Rational enough th 


when delivered by others than the Unita 
rians: So I hope it muſt not be counted 
Heretical in them, for which others never 
Forfeited the Glorious Title of Orthodox. 
Thus it appears, That all which is {aid 


ture, is far from proving Him to be the 
Supreme Infinite God, it may be Accounted 
for otherwiſe very fair; And the like 


hich ſome call) Divine perfections at- 
tributed to Him, that they are no more 
truly infinite, as attributed to Him, than 
this of Knowledg, but that there are plain 
evidences of their being attributed to Him 
in a limited, and inferior Senſe, in com- 
pariſon of what they are, in the moſt 
Glorious God over all Gods; and therefore 
Men had need produce other fort of Ar- 
aur ar for the Supreme Deity of Chriſt, 

n from theſe Topick. 

Nor do I doubt but I cou'd maintain » 
my cauſe with equal advantage, upon the 4 


Head of Divine worſhip, which is another 
 Topick, whence my oppoſers wou d infer 0 
the Deity of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt; it Þ'" 


Were 
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| were eaſy to ſhew, there is no [nave of I muſt have one who is ſupreme Gol, an 
2 ſupreme Divine Worſhip given »timately Man, for my Mediator with Godz then 
WF to him in Scripture, but on the contrary, when I addreſs to Jeſus Chriſt as the ſu- 
that all the Honour it aſſigns to him, is preme God, where is the God man that 
"I {ach as ſpeaks him to be inferior to the Fa · muſt be my Mediator with him? To ſay 
„tber, and dependent on him; ſmce it is he mediates with himſelf,” is the fame as to 
wholly grounded upon what God bis Fa- ay, that I muſt go to him without a Me- 


fe ther has gracionſly beftowed Up bim Thus diator, and turns the whole Buſmeſs of 
ir he requires Baptiſm (if that be an act of Mediation into a Metaphor, contrary to the 
on immediate proper Worſhip) in his Name, common Senſe of things, as well as againſt 


"i becauſe all power in Heaven and Earth was the Scripture; and I wou'd gladly know 
be fo bi. Thus we muſt honour the what is the notion of going to God with. 
he me- 


„ 


Son as e not as greatly 'as)*we honour out & Mediator, if this be all, that 
t 


105 the Father, beeamne the Father hath con. diates With himſelf? Who ever doubted 
9 the exerciſe of his own Wiſdom or Mercy, 


that thefe do in a fort plead in him? But 
ſure the Scriptures ſpeak of a Mediator with- 
out him, whey they ſet forth Jeſus Grid as 
ſuch; and whoi5this' #4: qor, When we 
0 to felus'Chrilt as the 4/trn!are Object? 
f it be ſaid, bis Human Nature only-acts 
is thus in this Mediation, tho as united to the Di- 
grounded upon derived and borrowed Ex- vine; I anſwer, That as this is ſtill to make 
ellency, is not ſupremely Divine, and can- Chriſt Mediator with himfelf,” ſo the Hu- 
pot be offered to the Infinite Self-oripinate, mane, Nature is not Go man; and if the 
Independent Deity, without a 29 75 Man, or Humane Nature alone, be capable 
becauſe tis not the moſt excellent, Mal. 1. of doing the part of a Mediator, then tis 
1 to ptaiſe an independent God, for Ho- not neceſſary that Jeſus Chriſt ſhou d be 
our and Power granted to him by another, more than a Man inhabited by, and related 
ſnood, and mingles Reproaches to God, in order to that Office: Nor may 
—iliit be ſaid, that the union to the Divine Na- 
ere may be the ſame ture, gives an infinite efficacy to thoſe Acts, 
ommom eternal Acts, or Words (ſuch of which the Humane only is the principle; 
s bowing the Knee, and ſaying Glory and for unleſs by that union, the Humane Na- 
raiſe, &c.) uſed to God and the Media. ture was turn d into an Infinite or Divine 
or as Alo in ſome Inſtances, they are Nature, its acts can no more be reckoned 
yen in common to ordinary Men, yet the properly and intrinſecaly Infinite in this 
lind of a Rational Werſſipper, will make a cafe, than his Body or Humane Dnderan- 
fore Victinction in his inward” Hnrention, ds no ding are infinite, becauſe ſo united to an 
* doubt but thoſe devout Jews did, who in Infinite Nature. v7 
ilt be ſame act, bowed their Heads, and wor- But what fully demonſtrates, that the 
mt ped both God and the King, 1 Chron. 29g. Humane Nature of Chriſt can never be an 
tan N. but I Niall not purſue this any farther Hectaal Mediator, (according to them) no, 
ber I. Moreover, I judg, that to aſſert Jeſus Divine, is this, 7. That they deny this 
1 riſt to be the ſupreme God, ſubverts the Humane Nature ſo united,” to have the 
it Poſpel Doctrine of his Mediation; for if knowledg of the ſecret, mental Prayers, the 
ere 3 — in ward 
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Which they will own is 


inward Deſires and Diſtreſſes of all Chri- 
ſtians, or to know any ones Heart : And 
how then can he be a compaſſionate Inter- 
ceſſor in caſes that he knows nothing of? 
Or how can he have a fellow-feeling of their 
Sufferings, which he knows not that they 
feel at all? What comfort is there in this 
account of Chriſt's Mediation? The Divine 
Nature is precluded from it, becauſe they 
direct us to ſeek to that as the ultimate 
Object thro a Mediator; and the Humane 
Nature, they. ſay, may know nothing of 
our caſe, nor knows our Hearts whether we 
Worſhip ſincerely, or Repent ſincerely, or 
hypocritically only; and ſo knows not how 
to repreſent, or recommend to God: 
What a caſe now do theſe Men bring us in- 
to? There is no Mediator left, to inter- 
poſe with the Supreme God, ſo that we 
muſt deal with him immediately and alon 
= from the Gol- 
el Doctrine or Method. Thus is the Ld. 
55 turn d out of his Ofice, on a pretence 
of giving him higher honour. So that up- 
on the whole, as far as 1 ſee, we had even 
good be content with the Apoſtles fair 


ob ge $1 Le's fair 

and plain account of this matter; if its be- 
ing ſo very intelligible, may not be an un- 
pardonable Objection againſt it, vi. That 


there is but one God, and one Mediator he- 
tween God and Man, the Man Chrift Jeſus, 


1 Tim. 2. 5. Never let us fear, but Pal 


knew. how to deſcribe the Mediator, with- 


out leaving out the better half of him, or 
the Principal Nature: Our Mediator, ac- 


cording to him, was only a Aan; who 


alſo is by Office a God, or Ruler over all; 


mad d by him abe purs l things under 


"i im, EY 3 35288 * ee 18 IRWD 
And indeed as there are two princi- 
pal diſtinguiſping Doctrines of Chriſtiani- 


9, relating to the Unity of the Supreme 


God, and the one Mediator with him; ſo 
the Trinitarians have loſt them both among 


their ſeveral Parties, For as they are di- 


vided into two principal Parties (beſides /#s whom ye haue Crucified, both Lord and 


ſeveral Sub-diviſions) both among Contor- 


* 


36. Let all the Houſe of J 
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miſts and Diſſent ers, one part hold ing three 
real Perſons, or infinite Beings, the other 
but one (for they are not yet agreed whe. 
ther they worſhip three infinite ſupreme Be: 
ings or but One) to between them both, theſe 
two 22 Doctrines are ſubverted, the Reg: 
lifts leave room for a Mediator in the God. 
head, but they deſtroy the Unity of God, 
who is one Infinite Being; on the other hand, 
they who hold true to the Divine Unity, 
or one infinite Being under three Modes, or 
Properties, or Relations, do by plain con- 
ſequence leave no place for ſuch a Mediator 
as they require, vir. One who is an infinite 


Gn, to be Mediator with the infinite 


God; when there is no other infinite Being 
but his own, and he cannot be thought to 
intercede with himſelf neither. So that to 
keep the Goſpel Faith whole and undefiled, 
tis neceflary. that we avoid both theſe 
Rocks, by believing. God and his Chrif 
to be Two Beings, that ſo there may be 
room for One to Mediate with the Other: 
And that theſe Two are not two equal or 
5 5875 Beings, but one ſubordinate to the 
other, that ſo we may preſerve the Uni 
of the ſupreme Gd. 
Let us then bethink our ſelves ſeriouſly; 
not what the Church in latter Days has 
thought of Jeſus Chriſt, but what his own 


Apoſtles, when inſpired, have thought of 


bim: Methinks none was more likely, or 
ever had a fairer Occaſion to repreſent his 
Lord in the height of his Glory, than the A 
poltle Peter, in the Day of Pentecoft! 
That Day of Triumph, with the newly 
and viſible inſpired Apoſtles : Hear how 
7 besen he deſcribes his glorious Lord 
Jeſus before his Murtherers, Acts 2. 22. Te 


men of Iſrael hear theſe words, Feſus of Na. 


zareth, a man approved of God among you, 

5 Eg Wonders and Signs, which God 

id by him in the midft of 75 Again 9, 
r 


ael know aſſu 
realy, that God hath made that ſame Je- 


Chriſt, New tis obſervable, the Apoſtle 
| Gy 


effect to ſay, the Perſon is a Creature, or 


briſt, as might ſtrike the Hearts of his 
ſurtherers with the greateſt horror of their 
rime, v. 23. and therefore cou'd never 
mit the moſt emphatical Branch of his 
Neſcription, viz. His Infinite Deity, if he 
ad really been ſuch; What a terrifying 
\rgument had that been to beget Convi- 
dion in his Perſecutors beyond all the 
eſt, to tell them they had ſhed the Blood 
of the Infinite God himſelf ? Tis certainly 
all flat and low, that Peer ſays in compa- 
jſon of this, viz. That he was but a Man 
pprov'd of God, Did he not underſtand, or 
ould he betray his Cauſe by ſuch an O- 
iffion? And yet he only repreſents Chriſt 
15a God by Inhahitation and Exaltation. 
When he was far from being daunted with 
any fear to own Chriſt fully; nay, if this 
Deity of Chriſt were a fundamental Article 
of Chriſtian Faith, how comes it to pals, that 
hen poor convinced Souls, in anguiſh for 
their bee, ſeek Direction how to be ſa- 
ved from them, v. 37. the Apoſtle ſhou'd 
not acquaint them with this Article, but 
dire&s them to believe in hi5 78 ſuch 
as he had deſcribed him? Did he direct 
wounded Souls to an inſufficient Saviour. 
withont telling em he was the infinite God? 
Yet they are baptiz'd and added to the 
Church, and numbred among ſuch as ſhall 
be ſaved : How can this be, if the ſupreme 
Godhead of Chriſt be a fundamental Ar- 
ticle of the Chriſtian Faith? So Acts 10.38. 
God was with him. This was all. 
To conclude, God and Chriſt (or one a- 
nointed) are two Diſparates, or different 
Things, as much as Chriſt's Body and 
Bread are, and therefore cannot be predi- 
cated one of the other, in a proper ſenſe, 
or without a figure, as all our Writers a- 
gainſt the Romiſh Tranſubſtantiation, argue, 
and is of equal force in the preſent caſe. 
To be anointed, imports, to be raiſed by 


Authority and Honour conferr'd ;, tis in 


inferior Being; and therefore to ſay that 


1 9 3 
25 aiming at ſuch a Deſcription of Jeſus properly Chriſt is moſt High God, is to 


ſay the Inferior is Supreme, and the Man is 
God; which cannot be, only by a Figure, 
as the Bread is Chriſt's Body, viz. by re- 
lation, &'c. And truly if the Buſineſs can 
be falved here, kj making a perſonal U- 
nion between God and Chriſt, I ſee not 
why the Papiſts may not ſet up ſuch. ano- 
ther Union between Chriſt's Body and the 
Bread in the Euchariſt, and then they may 
ſtoutly defend that 'tis the Body of Chri 
properly. But indeed nothing is more ob- 
vious than the unſteadineſs of many Pro- 
teſtant Writers, when they write againſt 
the Papiſts and the Unitarians: How do 
they go backwards and forwards? And 
when they have triumphantly and fully 
beaten off the vain Aſſaults and Obje- 
Ctions of the Papiſts, they take up their 
baffled Arguments, and urge them the 
ſame way 7 as others did againſt How) a- 
gainſt the Vnitarians; and what they have 
maintained againſt the former, as good Ar- 
gument, notwithſtanding Romiſh Evaſi- 
ons; theſe Arguments they oppoſe, when 
the Unitarians turn them againſt them- 
ſelves, in the point of the Trinity, and 
they betake themſelves to like Shifts anc 
Evaſions. Thus let the Papifts object to 
them the Novelty of the Proteſtant Reli- 
gion, and ask them where was their Re- 
igion and Church before Luther ? They 
think it a weak Cavil, and can tell em 
their- Religion was in the Bible, and their 
Church among the Primitive Chriſtians,. 


however it lay hid in the time of common 


Apoſtacy; and yet to the Unitarian they 
can make the ſame Objection, where has 
any Chriſtian Church for fo many A- 
ges held that Chriſt was not God? A- 
gainſt the Papiſt they will prove that the 
Fathers did not hold the Elements to be 
Chriſt's real Body and Blood, becauſe 
they oft call them the Images thereof: But 
let the Unitarian argue that Chriſt is not 
the ſupreme God; becauſe the Scripture 
ſtiles him the Image of God, and * 
| 3 tore 
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then, the thing it ſelf and its Image muſt 
be the ſame thing: Againſ the Papiſts 


Church, and the reſt of the Apoſtles, (tho 
and 55 


to be good, viz, That the Father is great- 
er than the Son, becauſe the Son is ſent by 


now, N 


teſe „ 28 call 
can againſt the Papiſts. 


gies for thoſe Farb 5 as tho they. knew 1 


998 {80 'F 


fore not the God whoſe Image only he is; 


they can prove S. Peter was inferior to'the 


not ſingly to each) becauſe he was ſent up 

Nen by them. This Baronius takes 
Hold of, and tells, them, by the fame rea- 
ſon they muſt" grant the Arians Argument 


him: But let an Unitarian: argue thus, 
and then tho the Father ſends, and the Son 
be ent by him, yet they (hall bath be e-; 
qual, apd this thall make no difference: 
Againſt the Papiſts they will boaſt, that they 
don't hovdwink the People in Ignorance; 
but bid them inquire and examine, and 
the more the better, while tis ground of 
Saſpicion, that the Papi cheat Men, by 
their keeping them from the Light but, 
to do with the Unitarian, 


they tack about, and bid beware of Read- 


ing and Diſpatingz they are for an impli- 
cite Faith, without examining into deep 
My ſteries; they bid, us believe, not pry in. 


to them; tho! we only. defire to examine 


MyReries at all; the 7 we will believe, 
if we cou'd ſee that, and deſire no other 
liberty in interpreting Scripture, than they 
5775 ſo juſtly, in interpreting Chriſt's words, 


his is n Body. Upon Proteſtant Princi- 


ples the Unirarians think they ean ſtand. 


their ground, and defend themſelves in 
atters, as eaſily as the Proteſtants 


As to Primitive Antiquity, ſo many In- 5 
quirers both among the Ni and Ree: 
formed Writers, have given their impartial 


Teſtimony, that it runs for -Ariues's Der. 
d have made ſuch poor Apolo- 


not, or were not careful ef their funda- 
mental Articles of Faith, till they came to 


de bandied about in General Councils, that 


1 think it not ngedful. to ſay more here, 


4 i 
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lowing the Primitive Writers to ſpeak 


grant) ſometimes plain 


equal with God; yet tis far more reaſon 


exact Matter required. 


only. one thing I wou d ſuggeſt; | That al 


different places with great, at leaſt ſeeminy 
Diſcord ( which any * Man mu 

y declaring 1 
Chriſt inferior to, and the Servant of th 
Father, before his Incurnation; at othe 
times giving him high Titles, as of ont 


ble to ſuppoſe the higher Expreſſions ſhou' 
be expounded according to the other, tha 
the contrary; becauſe in diſcourſing 0 
and pleading for a beloved admired O 
jet, - as the Lord Jeſus deſerves to b: 
tis very eaſy and natural to run out int 
ſtraius of Eloquence, and lofty.- fights d 
Praiſe, which muſt be interpreted nd 
with ſtrict Rigour, but with great Abate 
ments; as is to be obſerv'd in ſome d 
their high Encemium, on the venerabſ 
Myſtery of the Euchariſt, as tho with the 
Pap ft, they took the Elements for Chriſt 
real Body, which yet they evidently did 
deny. But on the conmtrary; no Men are 
wont ever to ſpeak diminutively on ſuch oc 
caſions; they coud not have à thought tc 
leſſen their Maſtet's Glory; and therefor 


pre 
if they ever repreſent him as not the ſi 
preme God, nor equal to him, we have all 
reaſon to think, they then ſpake only the 


Words of Truth and Soberneſs, what the 


. 
* 


For my own part, 45 I write this under 
the ſerious Impreſſions of thoſe great Re- 
lations in which the Bleſſed Jeſus ſtands 
to me, whom I credit as my great Teach- 
er; whom I deſire to admire and love as 
my gracious endeared Benefaor, beyond 
Father or Mother, or Friends, Cc. Whom 
L. reverence às my Lord aud Ruler, and 
ſolemnly expect, as my Final Glorious 
Jadg, who is to come in his own, and in 
Fathers Glory, Luk. 9. 26. And in the 
mean time deal with God thro' him, as 
my, only Mediator and Interceſſor: $, I 
earneſtly profeſs, that tis not without: 
grievous and bitter Reſentments, 17 | L 
| : e ou 
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3 Rec to truſt on, if he be not the very 
t a which by ſo many well-meaning: Chritt: ſupreme God, (the ranting Dialect of our 
k ans will be interpreted, to be dero profane Age) no, but ſtill he was ſure he 
min gatory to the Honour of this great Redee- is the true Chriſt, whatever elſe he might 
muß mer; but 1 know he loves nothing but be miſtaken in: Tis deſperate wickedneſs 
2 Truth in his Cauſe, and will never be of- in Men to hazard the Reputation of the 
the fended, 1 hope, with any who ſtand by Truth and Holineſs of the bleſſed Jeſus, 


oth 


on ter than J, Joh. 14. 28. I think it a dam to dare to ſay, That if they are miſtaken 
ſonal gerous thing to ſay God is not greater than in their Opinion (which H 'verily*believe 
wu he, or is not the Head of Christ,; for, whom then Jeſus Chriſt is a Liar and Deceiver, 
tha mill ye equal to me, ſaith the Holy One? Iſa. a Mock Saviour, and the like: What is 
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ſtou'd be employ'd in Writing Things, 


his own Words, . The Father is great- 


for, and that ſupports nmnmgmamqS. 

However I'with they Who are Adver- 
faries to my Perſwaſion, wou d learn ar leaſt 
the Medeſty of one of the earlieſt Writers 
for Chriſtianity ſince the Apoſtles, that we 
have, I mean Juſtin Martyr, who diſputing 
with a Jew, and pleading for the Honour 


the Will of the Father, and one who mini- 
fired to his Mill, before his Incarnation: 
This Perſon attempts to ſhew, that Jeſus 
Chriſt did pr eexift of : old -AS-4 God, | (in 
his ſenſe) and was born afterwards of a 


ſome who confeſſed him to be Chriſt, and 


40. 25. I am perfwaded tis Truth I plead 
ein, "ger 


the God who appointed him for a Saviour, 42 


of Jeſus Chriſt, whom he calls a. God by tho he be allowed to be a Man approved 


tho he be granted to be One in whom 


Virgin; bur becauſe as he ſays; there were | 
Prophets or any other; tho He be G. 
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upon a difficult and diſputable Opinion; 


this but to expoſe him to the Scorn of Infi- s 
5 e nent 
So that ! ſee, with ſorrow, thit to this 
very Day, even among profeſſed Chriſti 
ans themſelves, Chriſt Cracified is to fome 
a'Stumbling block, and to others Fooliſh- 
neſs: If he be not as Good and Great, as 


of God, by Signs and ey Wonders 
which God did by him; and by Wbom 
God made the Worlds, as the Inſtrument; 


} 


awelt all the fulneſs of the Godhead; In. 
14. 10. fo as it never dwelt before in 


yet denied thoſe Points of his Præexiſtence 
and his miraculous Birth of a Virgin, that 
Father calmly ſays to his Adverſary, If I 


ih che Farher, by Unity of Conſent” ai! 
Will, as Caluin interprets Joh. 10. 46, 


One in teſtimony with the Father and Spi- 9 
t Hall not demonfirate theſe things, that he did rit, as Beko na many others under 4 
al preexift, &c. aud was born of a Virgin; that in 1 John 3. 7. Tho he be the moſt | 
rider yer Ai, the Cauſe is not loft, as to his be- lively viſible image of God that the World 
- Re e the Cirift of Cod; if I do not prove that ever ſaw, ſo that he who ſees him, does 
ande be did Freexift, &c. I: is juſt to ſay that in great meaſure ſee the Father, as in a 
each- ! am miſtaken in this Thing only, and not bright Mirrour, Joh. 14. 10. Tho he be 
ve as to deny that he is the Chriſt; for whoſoe ver owned and ſerved, as one far above An- 
ond be be, that is every way demonſtrated, that gels, and Archangels; and over all Powers 
hom be is the Chiti. And as for thoſe Chrifti- in Heaven and Earth, a God or Ruler: 
and an, who demed the aboveſaid things, and The great Adminiſtrator of Coy KRitte- ' . .-7 
rious ! held him to be only a Man, born in the dom, both on Earth, and in the inviſible *- + 
d in ordinary way, he only fays of them; to Hades, as having the Keys, of Miniſterial . 
1 the ſſl whom { accord not. He avs not damn Power of Death and Hell, Rev. 1. 18, 
n, as them who differed from him, nor will Yet after all this, if he be not the very. 
95 II fay the Chriſtian Religion is ſubverted, . God himſelf; nay to compleat tlie f 
bout and Chriſt but an Impoſtor, and a Broten Abſurdity, if be be not the ſame very 
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| God, whoſe Son and Image he i 77 He ſpall 


be no Mediator for them; they do ex Hy- 
pot heſi, or on this Suppoſi ition, openly dil 
own him for their Saviour ang Confidence; 
they are aſham d to tru m, and ſeem 
rather to Deride and {in ms him, as 
Inſufficient and Contemptible, than to Be- 
lieve:on him. Theſe things are to me 
a very, Jexicpous Offence, who think it a 
great pity, that ſo excellent a Conſtitution 
15 the Golpel 1 is, fo amiable to contemplate, 
o proper to.entertain our thankful Admi- 
ration, for the Grace and Wiſdom it con- 
Pre, 5 Ob d either be loſt in the clouds of 
's 
derit jon of unge ly Scoffers. 
Uo. Ky 


Ts, yet a further grief to think what a 

fatal, ſtop is hereby put to the Progreſs of 
Goſpel, whole Rejection by Jews, Ma- 

etans and Pagans, i8 undeniably. *OCCa- 


e the comme Doctrine of th 

Hong. of God; one may read in 'Le 
Hiſtor of China, 

e Chiſtians Doctrine of a 

Mortal God ʒ and upon that Sou look'd 


| e Coreg bh Bok 


edulity 1 Incredulity, p. 118. ſays 


ould prove by 


* 'Y 


1 this I coſe fs, unto thee, that after the way, which they call Hereſy, fo Worſhip I th4 


il od: of Fathers, 
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bſcurity, or expoſed to the 


e In- 


the Hea- 


many Inſtances out of mlriem for ever. 


Nee ens al W which are written in the Law and the Pro 


Hiſtory, . that this Doftrine has kept more 
People from embracing the Chriſtian Faith, | 
than ary other thing he knew of. Now tho 

I grant, that if it be the certain Truth of | 
God, this muſt be no argument againſt re. 


ceiving it; yet ſurely it ſhou'd make Men 


very cautious and impartial in their Inqui- 
ry about it, leſt they * on themſelves 
the No denounced againſt them, by whom | 
Offences (that is, Stumbling blocks i in the 
way of the Goſpel) do come. : 
In the mean time, in midſt of theſe Trou- 4 
bles, tis a went and ſweet Refreſhment to wait 
ane ons ra n to the Mount Mo- 
| e Land of Viſion above, where all 
det Shades of the melancholly Night 
ſhall vaniſh away, and an eternal Day of. 
clear Light and Peace ſhall ſhine on them 
who love our Lord Jeſus in fincerity, | in. 
whoſe. glorious Dign ity I rejoice; nay, 
1 l. to boaſt and Glory in this Exalted 
Enthroned Redeemer; for worthy is the Lam 6 
to receive Glory, and Honour and Bleſſoz! 
' Now to Him wha loved us, and 'waſhed| 
om gur Sins in his own Blood, and 
ath made us Kings and Prieſts to Go 
even the Father, to Him be Giny ad Dt ; 
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